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(BEFHEOLHY (BxE))

Flih\é\:[l$+ Eﬁ*ﬁt/\\\%)\gﬁf\_ ]) 7:/( /7
KECBIALEF LW =T 4 V7 OBE LIS | ORI

5 W OIE

AFETIE, FITRAEE (cognitive science) HISEND, [V —F ¢ v
TOEGL O IR YE] ICBET D E AR A (theoretical
paradigm) Z#HFH L, ZNHOMRBIZESX, [KFICBTA2EE LW —
T4 Y7 OBEGEIRE] OED HICBELTEEL TN,

iECBHIC

RABEFEEE?

[FRARY ] OERICBEL CHlE TEEMFoERFm] 12X 5, T
DEITEESN TN D,

[FRAIE] (Cognitive Science) &1, HEIEN L HZTIE, [OEE,
FHERERY, BREY B, MR e E B e A EREE EnhS Z
LiTin s, , BEFLIDY, I5IEE RIS by
&, Hr [RRAREE) O®IIZIEN Y >Dd 5 (Fll ;2006 : 181),

FROKSIT TRRAEKE] 270 INFFH O IR % 2 ORI AN TN
%)o %:fﬁ%fii, ILZTDE@u %ﬂb‘ﬂ%@ﬂuﬁﬂmnni%#ﬂ U&—g—éﬁﬂ:
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FERIRIZ IRE U Calam e HED T <

FEEO LI b I LEOBMRIZBIL T, SATHALEERICEDY, HE
FMEELLVWARE, Bk, BX, BHRERO B R EZ DRI L,
Bl CWFfE 7o 2 Eid, —kEDXD T o dizsb o h,
F oA F ORI a aTfRICT S 7T v —&1E, —kED
EVBFHMA N T T V=1 DIEA I, IBHIZ, —HOFMHR T O 2050
R Z T =R HORIREKEN ICHRE S D D A h =X L&
i, —EEDX D IRBAIA = X LIRDIED D I,

Tl ZIE, BT a2~z Ch, I ABORMN T v
2 Z (cognitive process) MEMEIZBIG L TEY, 7 ot X DRIHIC
1%, FRANEL¥ (cognitive science), 7= & Z1E, FRAILILZE (cognitive
psychology), T&E#El# (information science), P 5 iE% (theoretical
linguistics), ‘DFESFEF (psycholinguistics), WEH¥ (neuroscience) 7%
EDOBERF ORI R TH S,

/o, BOOOE 1 5ila0 WNIE 2 SRICBIT 2 FMIE, FrCHdo
RHA D=L, FifETov X, GOEE (HH) WM - SRR, 5t
RA b7 o—Te EICBT A DMERITE L,

Z T, KETE, IO X FXERBEROF NS, & LT (5
fRERIMM T a2, (G2 NS To—], [GMIOMREER], i
CHITLHEMOL )V, [FMOSEEE) 2EICBET2hEIC iRz s
THESE, BGETd 5%,

1. BfEERMNTOER

HAFDNTHEEICEF UBEN 5, SEAFOIAD e Tz 7
LI FXERANER N FITIND, IoExE, GAFIE, FTUED
WFEI B N BEEEDRH, (word recognition) 12T L, HEFEEAL DAL
(word-level processing/ lexical processing) 2*5F v ¥ >~ (chunking)
72 IO < AJHAL (phrase-level processing) DALFRA KR T, HCHALOD
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MAERE S 2 EIC B9 2 UL (sentence processing) * SCHRf# (sentence
comprehension) IZ &, KIZ, FREGHAL DOFRELALM (discourse processing) *
FREEHLE  (discourse processing) ##EC, CEHALOD TR « SRR
R YR (contextual processing) Z#EA TV <,

INHO—HORMINEENTIL, 7EXI1E, HATFOETIHIEI R
RHBENI D E XY, 77 X~ OSMREH 2 E 1R < B O Y) e HEm
(inference) PEMIELIE (ong-term memory) IZEX LN TNEHXFIF
72 2 ¥ —= (schemata) DIHMEAL R EANEREREITICHEE L, FEFROCE
DRRI T L HGEAEE, FEEEE, FREHAE, R (semantic
processing), MR 7% EDNEYNCEITI N5,

(1) FMOEAT 0 22T 2 LY NV DB E EA7 L~V OSLEE
TR BT DR BT o2 20E, @B, S (sentence) DI
£ (clause) WNOMHE Z L ET DT L X)VDOMHE (lower level of
processing) &, SLHNL &8z A 2 i &35 EAL L~V OALEE (higher
level of processing) D3F=DDIIe B Y A TOMMIZ KL TIRZH B

ZENARETH S (Grabe, 2002),

1) RO TR L )y DAL

FED ALY NV DABITIE, OFHAL, HEERAICH T 2HETH
E1y 7B s #% (rapid and automatic word recognition) RFEHT 7 £ 2
(lexical access) @FJHNL L~V L5ENEIEH (word order information) 7%

125D < SEREALEE (syntactic parsing) Q@FEHEDEK L H NI sk

& (syntacﬁc structural information) & ZEAM 7230 L~V D FEREHAL & &G
UDlF % 7 b+ Z (semantic proposition formation) 7 E0V&GEN 5, X5H
2, EREOO@O DRI HNHRINIMEIET H7-011F, @7 —F 7 A E
) —D1EMAL (working memory activation) 124 - T, Z1H DILFEZE
DHEEIICEITIND Z EAKRDHND (Grabe& Stoller, 2001 : 24-25),
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2) B ALY AV OMIR

FEMRD B L VDA, ST O 7 Ful &9 B FREEHLAL
X/NT 7T 7 B e & NI SR OFFEEEN) « R H 12K S < 538
ST - SCPRfR - SRERIRME, WEBEMLENEEND, 61T, L)Y
DI, FHAFOIEIE 2 F — <R 72 212D < #
i, HATFHHCLDTMTOLZDE=Y ) VIR AYRADT o+
ZlsEbEEND,

72, 2O RV )V OAB T, Fiadl- ERIEREZ, I EIEk
AF—3RT 7 A MOXMREHR L EZTER LT, RN T 7 Z M ERE (a
basic text representation) IZE(VD AN, XHIZT 7 A FDEWKES (a
meaning representation of the text) # KT 5712, FH &AM &
ZOXFEZHTL HEL, OEODDOEMRM R ELEEV E L CRIEDF
WZEDAATWL Z & (G T 27 2 N ET )V : a text model of reading
comprehension) & &EN 5 (JEH5, 2002 ; Grabe, 2002),

EIHIT, ZOEIVvoMBIZiE, EXFOHMICET 5HAFOR
Ji, T AN OBMICHT HEiATFOREE, BUDT 7 A MEiARLEX
DitHhFORE, 727 2 b ARICET 2F5AFIC K 25HEIC#EEGT 2 KD
2T 7 A NDOFEREREST S Ly, MRS [7 7 2 MEROD
IRPET V] (a situational model of interpretation) & F 5,

7o, LRORELZZODVNWORMOT 01 XTI, BeE L iidk
F (proficient readers) 1, 77 2 MZBAT D) afitima Frd 52 &
NRDOND, THIZ, FELHATE, 77 X MBORMKEETH
S OFBHIIANCER L TR O B Z ZR L TWH 500, H 50
DGR U C XV ZEHEDE N T 7 X NRRO 721258 Y) I A 77 -
TNDLDNED D Z T 7-DIZHD OFE T 0L XRFMA N T TV
—%E=¥—79 5% & (an executive control process) 233k 5115 (Kitch,
1998; 1999; Grabe and Stoller, 2001; Grabe, 2002)
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(2) BT 5 HBHNIE

722U, TOLL oY, BRANICIE, BRI~V K &8
FLTETEINLZEICHEELRLY, 2wz, L&D skkrisL X
WAZE T B [RIRFEREN ) 7 FIALEE  (parallel distributed processing) 73%h3K
MIZETEINA I, —EICHER (attention) Z[AITCARBTE 5 A
MOT—% 27 A€ —OMBEEEIZIE, BARD DD, ANIEEHRE 8
BRI LT BEMLEE, & 20, PRV NIV SRR s E A
HEMLXN D Z &R E b, L Lad s, BHEMUEE, AMOEDY
RRIEWICHEET % & SN 5 KRR IEGHIR & ICKAE L THREET 2729
2, BEPLEEZ 2 RICHES 5720121, % < OFE B FiSM 1
b, ToEZIE, MLV VDI T H % FEE R O E I L & H Ehb
2, FITIREE S OFEAHEE P LETH S (Grabe& Stoller, 2001),

X 512, McLaughlin (1990) TlX, —EmOMTR /IR Z T, Gh
RRRRCIRFE AT D 72 & DAL L XV DAL D A EMEA B RIIZZ TIN5
ZEXMUT, BV NV OUMMRATREIZ e 5 EFRL TS, Tabb,
—7E B DR LI LD < BUHILED & B B LB DIRIRDS, il /e
TR B OFHRSGEHETHDH E LT D,

(3) EREERAEDO 7o ZIZETAHET NV A AT v TR E ~ v 7
& AL & EAE AR

AKEIT, SREBEHRAEETIVOFNE, MEOFHIKIDZD, (HHROAH
ETNELTHHMNINHY, AOWEN, ¥¥HECHHEMLOTNWET
WEBEFMIZR S . & OFIROMOFEELE T IVIZE L T, FH(1995),
AN (2004), FH (2006) mEESHEINIZN,

[~y 7% VLR | (top-down processing) & [ N A7 v FHJMLHE |
(bottom-up processing) & W\ REIL, FEAFIE, [~y 777 V0L |
ETRINLAT y 7| O AROUIED S HD, EH6DHHNG E
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HEHDNANE, FEHUHEZAED TN OMrENVD, B, SO
B IZBT AR TH B, A (1998) T, MAIEHIAIALE (interactive
processing) FAR M AT v FUEE Ny T AR EBIE O T C /I
B> Thisngy, KETIE, FHBHOEE L, HEFHAEZ, K rA7
vy TIE by TY VB E IZBEO TR S Z LI Lz,

1) ARbha7 v 7

AMAT vy FABOT 0w 2 TlE, FRIMICIE, AENickkE~ k558
BRI U TR Y NV QAP T do HHI » 5871 « 85I BId % B Al
NOMRED, BRI, B LV OMBETH B S FEEAL O F AR A 4
BLoD, &YV ~NVDOFFEAEA LT LT < &S itk z it
bo 12120, BEREWRTOR LT v AT, TXTOBBEI B
EINDHETIE, XU MV ORERERZFRET D2 LR
B, LV ANVIZET LESH oSN TR N TIIZIER T %
ZEEFTE RN, L -T, FlxIE, BiEoEICRET 515w %, i~
DXL FHRES DI DERE L“C‘{ﬁﬂ%@‘é ZEEHkE W EIN TN A,

AR NAT v TABIZHES S FLBETIE, EXE, ROXDIZERE
W SEEEMARITTAHEIN TN D, ETHATIL, X7, HREHRM
72 EDQHEL, TALL ~NJVITH HHIE « 3851« 504 « GRak e ZIcHiES<
SN SETFL, X6IT, HEEHAL, MHRMOFHEAMEZERL, X
Yf7, FRERHNL, /T 7T 7HAL, X 62, TN EOCEHALRED
SRR L, EWOFEE, [ohre2fN] EnwH T To—Fr kb
Lo ULEDNST, R ATy TABIZKS S FHMETIVTIE, G, 7R
TUvR%, FMAFNT 7 A MIEINIERICESE, 77X M hH—
I IEH %52 JEL S 7 — % BREWALER  (data-driven processing) & % Wi
T 7 2 NEREHALEE (text-driven processing) IZFED < ZAFM T 0t X
(receptive process) &£ T 5,

ARNAT v TAPIZHKS EmfBET )V E LT, SBEECBTS
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IREKES) (eye-movement/eye-tracking) D% (fixation) DHFFEIZIED
X, 1 BHEICBIT2FMOERN SO T ot 2 2 REBICHE L XS &
A 7=Gough (1972) @ [Fifkd 1 ¥ (one second of reading) DETF
R O X 22 FB T B (attention) & HENME (automaticity) DM
HAEHRHEE% E R L 7-LaBerge and Samuels (1974) 7£ & DE F IV H3%
FHhb,

—Ji, RELT y FUBITEDS S GEMEET VIR L8 & LTI TR
PRI SOIRIC Ak AE 9% | (Samuel and Kamil 1984) & )5 #EH2 T34
FELUIATE, [Mx OBEGETXCZERELZH - T, XHEBZTHI DT
1372 (Clarke 1988) & W) I ENEITFHNTCW5, & HIiZRayner
& Pollatsek (1989) 1F, Gough®DETFIWIZEET AHHIE LT, 1 FifRic
BWTREKAED XS I L THITHE N, IROES A2 ZINT 5 D035
INThigly, 2 2@ E, BRERDEE L UL CD TRAITE 5 LFD
FHEDFEAM EHANRAETH D] EEZE T TWD (Rayner &
Pollatsek, 1989; [, 2002 : 13),

L L7ens, RhL7y TUBIZES S GMET VL, -&x1E, #
FEFADAR LT v TUEIZE T 5 T LX) OHELH (automatic
processing) ZARPRWIZFRAES AL Z EH@EUT, by 747 URIZHK
DL ERE (EH) AIEDORENATEEIZ 25 E W) B2 Eh 5 & FREil X
NTWb (Eskey, 1988; Seglowitz, 1991; # i, 1994; /NEF, 2000; Grabe
& Stoller, 2001,

2) by TE B

by TE Y MBS, AR, B L OV AL B TR L X
DMFENEHEATNLS EWD HREZR S, X612, by T4 VBT
X, BEREWRTOR LT v TRIEEIRLY, BV VOSHA T
(L LNV U OBz B3 Z E IR E S Tn b,

Ny 75 VEIZ S G T o 2T, EZR, KROEXIIZE
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SN EATT HEEINT WD, GihFE, HUARICET M7 a2+
—IRHAHAFORTHI LI ZMEYNTTEA L, REEEICHh - TA
TIN5 FREEHZ A SWRAIE L T &, X EIEaUkiG@is s
DX, T2 MEMICE ARG ZRE L, R L7eht > Tikx
EANZINDENEZ T « BEEL 72036, S E %7 LT &L T
o,

ZOETNVIE, FEEDETLERELIN D, IV KELHALTHLHK
/N T 7T T BT RN L, OGN A E 2, I,
KON TH H L FREDOBMIZE D > T <, Frall, [2F0 65
DN VWD T Tu—FrEHRLIZETNTCH DL, Lich-TC, ZOET
VT, RMLT v TETFIVICEDSGMR T oL R LR, Giff7 ot
A I BZ RN T o 2 L3R 2 T, (A FLEXFORMZRZ 5
fedlz, SCRRICEmRIICED > Th &, BEFELTDOT 7 X b Ltk
FEOMBERZE L CCMIRITIN, ROONL] LD TR -
fEB T oL 2 ERZ BTV

by T NS EFEET )V E LTI, Goodman (1967,
1988) *° Smith (1971, 1987, 1988) 7c EHZETHN K5, Goodman (1967,
1988) &, FEMHET) 2 O S EEFHENI 7 — 2 (psycholinguistic guessing
game) LEFEL, 70X % THETHNECICHETRIOKEE ] %5
U9 7 ot 2 (cyclical process) 123D < Fut 2 &9 H{GE%
B L7z GoodmanDETIVTIE, FEAFOEZ CEZHFHECERZIEM L
T, 526N EHEEROT» OHM F, B EHEN X 5 15 % /R
K52 « Jhi U (sampling), KIZSK % HEECRE e & & 2RI Tl L
(predicting), Z O THNZHED X, FiAFH T ARG 2 #GE U (hypothesis-
testing), EIEZMZ 7=V (correcting), 2 L7V (confirming) 3%~
O ZZ@RLITWAN6, Fif (E#) A 2ET« BIAL T &
LTWb,

—J5, Smith®E T )V T, GoodmanDFffE TV A B E 2, BLHIEH
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(visual information) & IEBHIEHR (non-visual information) & Vv %}
VS EREL, T o2k [GiAFET 7 A M EOHAEER] L
ZTCWd, I2&ZIE, Smith (1971) Tl FFEREHHRICHES S WETHI
DOELMEZTRL, EHIZ, Smith (1985) T, @7 ot XIZET2
BRESR & IR RSO B ERIZ RS THETFHMOESEM: | % FEL,
[EEEDIUEBERIAT D TH D E, SRERICKGFELTETCLE N,
ZORERE LT, EMRTMIREICRS] &0 e ORI S % 5
LTWb,

%72, Goodman*® Smith5 23 Z D& DOFMRNFIEIZ KIE LI &>
X, o OFRNREE I, WRMZOESD, fkETO (77 2k
FLOWGE] 25 [GEARFHLOMIE] NERELEREZZRTI-Z LICH
HEFEZELS (8P, 1993 ; Alderson, 2000),

=5, by TY Y VIBIZHES < FMFE TOVICBEY L REAICEI L T,
/=& Z21%, Goodmanb QLI FEEFHIGME T VL, BISEOMEL
HAFOTMA N Z TV —DMEBEZ TREIN-ET NV THY, %
DEWRIZENTL, FEHEERORIL 28 2 SFEOTAFOGmMIZ, 0D
FEHILTHZ LT, WETHD, £, ZOFMET IV, B ER
TO by 77y MICHES S ERETNIX, FadarEE, JFERNE LTR
FBRTY  (hypothesis-driven) THEfT9 2 DT, L/NKix & DMGENE %
BT A5 EI100E, MY TERE ELLTLEY, ZO/E, &
D DI=DICHEHBERV 2BV EIRE LS k->TLED ENHR
VA UHZ EICHREL T &0 (R, 1998; Fodor & Inoue,1998)

3) ME(FAMLHE

TR EB T B EAERRIALEE (interactive processing) & 13, FtAT &
HEFOMAEFEHTHLHET 2% 2 (Smith, 1985; Goodman, 1987) X
Fy T VB ER LT v TUEOMHEERTHDETHEZT
(Grabe, 1988; Dechant, 1991) 72 &E03H5H, BIETIE, FEEICEEDL ST
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NCOREREE GE H, fixd) BT XTCOFE (1FH WHOL~)n
THBEND» OWTEMWICHEICHER LD > T, 727 X M@ fTh b &
HHEZNERITI > TE TS (Grabe, 2002; FTH & B 17, 2001),

M EERAABIZ A S FMET VT, EELTRMLAT v T0EE
N T AR O 6] D ALEE AN FE AT DO H T[RRI S ED I A DO B

WHEFHRL, 77X 06BN EFIERERICKEDX, ik
FOHETHIEIERAF <) O] 2 F —<2ERL, EEILL L
DO @A TCERE (Hlh) AMPEHEEMEZETTHEINTNS
(Dechant, 1991) , # A /EAMMIRIZFED < RE\EW 2FeE 7V & LT,
Stanovich (1980) , McClelland and Rumelhart (1981) , Rumelhart, et al
(1986) , Just and Carpenter (1987) 72 EDZETHN K S,

Stanovich (1980) 1%, [FEATFIL, HMOBEI, ZORAFOIVE S
REXVENTRTHWED D, G T HERAE TS &3 5HM
HRSEER 2 AE L7 AH5%EFH E 7 )V (interactive compensatory
model) ZIR U7z, BIZI1E, ZOETFNTIE, THTIMEHGERED
BHEI DI=DIT, BESUENTDY D £ <SHREL 2W&ICIE, T RAEZIER
U CHESUIT SN Te i il > 720, —J5, THF Z M OsEEIZET 541
FEASRAN L TN BGEIC %ﬁm%m 2D S HESUREITICIRAE L ¢, s
HFEE DR X &M - 720 T 5 LN WFTEN G A T 1T lbh Tnhb &
LTWab,

—7J5, McClelland & Rumelhart (1981) 1%, HFER#k7 o2& EH L
7 EERTEMALE T )V (interactive activation model) Z @B L72, Z D
ETIVTCIE, SAFLEEZRHBT 256, HiE 2T 2 T OREN
B HHEETR#HT S 7o (R hAT v T &35 5 AR Uk
Wl B BEEZ R T 2 7o X (by T8 /) OiJEN» 5D
[FREERENIZ D <M EMFRAZEH L T 5,

Rumelhart, et al (1986) &, Z¥F— I (schema theory) #AHE{E
FHE T IVIZHHAHIA A 72 Rumelhart & Ortony (1977) & Rumelhart (1980)
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DHEAERET V&R I, WHD R E T )V (parallel distributed
processing model) ZHRE L7z, ZDOEFINTIE, HMIZBES 254 XC
DOREREED, TRXTCOUED L NIVIZE W THWCHIZmZ 720, %
T2 Liens o, FERCHAEER 270, RO fThh s &L Tnha,

Just and Carpenter (1987) 1%, HREREE) DBEGIINGE] & BEGL A DOWFFEICEL
D<) =% —E7)V (the REDER model) Z#E L/ ZOETINVIE, O
HEEOFPot, Q@iE®ET 7 £ ZQEWRI MR T @ RBIR DAL,
®F 7 Ak « ZF=7D5 OOV XVOAHENHHERIND E LT 5,
INHGD52508 4 FTOUIE, T—F V7 AEY) —IZBNT, [FEIREE)
WA EIER Uen’ e, 727 X S ERZ DRI EITdT HE LTS (Just
& Carpenter, 1987),

INETHRH L CELED IS, EnaEA ETHia L ek~ £
[RELT v TR KD RED, HDHWE [2ErBHEN] LD
[hy T7 VB 2D RED, END) HIR-ICBETL2EFEICES
MDD - 12H, [ 2 F —< B | 123D < WFFECBH A e i & DB L
iRz, [Rha7y U & Thy 777 V0B D550, &
DDA DHAHEIHNHERE L C S50 « SEEEMMTON S DTldx
<, WAAERDSBITIAN [FIREEREN ) ICHERE L bV, X BIZHWICHITEIIZ
BLb\, bl - SEEHESTOND EWS AR 25
RTHEBEZICBITLCE, 1220, TN E THEEL C & -HEERAL
HIZBET 5 ET VL, &7 OMHDOBESIERL (the order of priority) X°E
¥ 2 — )V (modularity) <&M (transparency) (ZB810 % FEME e &%
TRITEmHEN T RN EWSREZAE L TH 2 RUSEE L2,

’

2.

S

BANTT

\

G2 N Z T P — (reading strategy) &1, FeATH L7 b RICLFED
MNEIZB9 20 R e B i 5 24T L T < BRIZ, SO TEM O EERHNAIC
B> CHATFORT HamPa M, #am HREGLE0I X IH e
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DNRSEI L AF -~ EalE, PUEERL, SiATFom 7ot
ZEZY—L, REZGECTENLZHIE L 206 EHL, 7F X MO
BROXNRIEH 2 5 CICEEZ FORN L E 2RI « FEL Th< 7
DIZHWHN D EHN 25 % WIZIEFERN LR MEH TH L EFEZ KD,

(1) WA N7 2 —D0H
1) by T¥ I e ZbTTV—ERMLT v T« ALTTV—

TRA N T TO—OHELTUE, INETCICIEIEMRHICL -
TEMEH D EEMREINTETCEY, BB RER TORBHGHIR
WaBET 50, ROMIWP Ll ZZ TN, 9, by T¥V o2 T
7 ¥ — (top-down strategy) &R MALT v 7« 2 hF 7Y — (bottom-up
strategy) IZ KT 20BN HN KD, /2L x21E, Barnett (1988,
1989) DT F X hLN)e X b T TV — (text level strategy) &af L )b
Z 87 7Y — (word level strategy) D78 <°Block (1986, 1992) 76 T
IZCarrell (1989) 72 & D, LR Z <7 — (global strategy) & JRIFfT
BIA b Z 7Y — (local strategy) 72E72, Z OEREZIZIZTZOFE LA T
&5155 (MM, ¥E, 2001,

Ny T 2T TY—/RENX T T V-, K, AT
D, TV RANFMBOT O BN, il x OHFEREM IR ED ALY X
VOBERIZERZELS DTIERL, HATFOHTHIEIELAF—TR
XFXFRIRERELIERL, 727 2 MONEZ TUGEEL 225,
T AN REROBERERESRALIETDHA NI TV —-THbD, ZDX
NI TYU—IZE, BEREWRTO Ny T2 T T V=3 E LD,
IFXERAF—OMELEHXT 7 X MHilE# (pretext information) O
TG EIZHED S WA TRIRHZERRE s b EEN 5,

=, RELT v T2 NI T/ T Ty — &, g, X
FTOEDVEDDXT, HEERED FALL NIV O « B0 bR E D,
FHAL, HSCHAL L VO BB AR, KO EKE L XV Th DRk
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iﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁ57¥ﬁ®ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&iﬁ EHNL, T2 A NeRD
WA E BEICER L CETL TV AN STV —Th b, Lol
BHRD, BEELLHATN Yy 7Y V2 b7 V=2 DIX
%%,@%&@E&ﬂﬂ&t:%ﬁ<*bA7v7-xb7?v~#aﬁ
LENTNWBZ EDHIHRTH S ET 55 2F (Maclaughlin, 1990) &5 5,
/o, by TI IV e ARNTTV—ERINLT v 7« AT T V=i
Tt ZICEWTHEMTIER LD S Z LIS & > T, BRLH M
BOND>ETHHAEFERANA N 7o —2FEHT 5 ) (Eskey, 1988;
Sagalowits et al, 1991) &5V, KA T v 7« A+ T TV —fHORHE
HIRLUTEMRT L2 L TE RN, L - B2EE0aMiaEic &
T, FFEQHR DA T TV —DARNEERNMEZ D HDTERL, 2
OWZ N Z7 V=%, HTHERARICHEEMHTENA NI T —ThD,

FEEANDREE L THBIARNE AL, WA NTTY—DNT VY AD
ENEHYRIEETHLHEZ LICRBE LW GERA, /I, 2001),

(2) ZOMDOEEISHMA LT TV —

MR N T T LT, &R, [5AFOERN IR E
AED T O X BT S| G - WEED X~ Z 7 ¥ — (hypothesis testing
strategy), [FiATOETHIFIF R AF -2 UREWIZFED < | H#E
Wl GO X 5 52— (inferential strategy), [#if#7 0t X & FHHATD
MR EE 2Ok OB ERZ 5] BRI 2 ~Z 72— (problem
solving strategy), [7 7 2 M0 BFEAI - T AR HR M AT 5] 2 b
Z 7 ¥ — (integrating strategy) 7x&, FMDRHRALERHET 2 LR HE
IRANTTY=0HHN, TITIE, MEOEE L, 2 SiEOREE
WCETHEVWIHREANBEZY Y 7 ELTDAYRARET (meta-
cognitive abilities) ZHEM L7z X YFBHA P T TV —IZERLTEEZ /20,
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1) AYRHBENE X TBAA ST TV —

TIRIZEB T D A 7 FRMGES) (metacognitive ability) &1, WA TFHE
2, HOOFHMICE T LEAN T a2 E5ET=Y — L, HirDOBMREE
BRI L, HEH, MERROLZODIZEY) A N T T P — i X w s
WU THEEL, HIFIL CWSRBNITHD EEFRTE LS, (Carrell, 1989;
Barnett, 1989) %7z, A ¥ RAOEEOBEICEL TE, OXBEK TS
bdhoHH, = (1996) T, B, < ¥ BAIMHIFE (metacognitive
knowledge) &, E=Z ¥ —XRGI#H 2 EICBE T 5 4 ¥ RAMNIEE)
(metacongitive activities) &IZKFILTWnW5H, FIH, B & (2001) T,
BIED [ A8 ZRAWAE] ICBd D58, BITHEE DSV IEAF DL
g2 b 77 v —MHOFEIL (Barnett, 1988; Carrell, 1989; Hirano, 1998
) BT AWM THY, —J, BFED A Y RHEENIZEI I H ISR,
tAFOGM T o 2xNE L, il LW <HF9E (Block, 1986, 1992;
Mineishi, 199872 &) EAZRHAIZ N T TV — MU —Z V7 DR R A KGE
955 (Lunderburg, 1987; Kimura, 199972 &) ThH b E0EL T 5,

Block (1992) %, #EFEDREEEGEE DFtAT EB2E 5 DOTAF L TMIC
BIHE=S ) 7 EDELSITIERH L T 200 Z#ik LR, 5%
HOBLFHER2SHOERILEDLT, =¥ —D T oL X2,
OFHMi D BeP (the evaluation phase) —@E1TDELME (the action phase)
@R DB (the checking phase) @ 3 BB DIE D 7 o X508 6
NicELTns,

B, FROZ T TV— b=V 7 ORIZE L TIL, Kern
(1989) & I iom L& d 5] EFERLTWD, LorLars, H
ARANEFLFE #2455 & U7z (Kimura, et al, 1993, 1999) T3, [H&
AEAZTONN] EVWORREETEY, ZOHRICEL T, 27
Lb—8x iz, ZOERMEBEE LU, G2 770 —ICMb
HERIZIE, TAFOH 2 SEhOMGERE DAL, ke HESER O 2R
IeFeSt, FEFUERN T E O ERD ML B REG > T b, Tk
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DBEDZEB DB N E DD TRETH LR ENETONK D,

. RBHOBRER

FtfE)) (reading abilities) &%, HEHE, RO XD 7z, TR OFMERED

B EINLEEZBNTWAS,

O XFESEE®E ORRL EDEHRDI S, FEOBWERFEL, H#
T %,

©@ HCHALT, MEBEMT (syntactic parsing) Z17\), T OWNA % R4
Do

@ Uk 15 ) (contextual information) 72 & % i M L, 3¢ B &
(intersentential relationship) Z#¢x, 727 X hOWNEBEz=—HBMEDH %
oL L THFES 5,

@ FMOHWORERIZHITT, SO 7 ot 2 MY ETLTHH0

DAY HAT D, In&

. GRMRICHT B [IBEEE OL NI

TIRIZEB T HEfED LX)V (reading comprehension Levels) 1ZEJ L T
Herber (1978) 1%, &k®D 3 DDOEMEIZAH L T35,

@

IEME e NEIEED L N)VA% (literary level comprehension) :
FEXIEMICSCFEL VBT 5 B

R 2B D L )1 (interpretative level comprehension) :

WA IZBE L CHEdm « R« SRE 9 2% BRE

IR« BERVER D L X)L (critical and creative level comprehension) :
WEICELTCHDDOEZ « BRZERN, #HEEd 281 « F8RI 2B bl
(Herber, H. L. 1978 #it+ 1982)

ZORBITHED S &, IEBRFORFFHO 1 HFRTE, £TODBME
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OEHREZEIET, 2FRTE, OOBRMTORMERFEITLEEBIC
QOB COMEE Hgd, TIZ 3FRLED [HFE2I F—] X [KF
HEE I — ] X [ (HE) | RETIE OO T IEE s gz

RIEns, FHEERN (learner factors) IR L, ODEMEETD
HRADHEZX HIFL TREL TH S ZEXEEN LD,

5. SiFICH T H5EEEE

TRIZEB T 5 EFEEENL, B, RO 3 DO EREEBICAIIHRE S,
O FHfRETIEE) (pre-reading activity)
FRANEEN T, ROQ DTG IZFHAF O FIZA > T iT 5 K
DICHEL, AATFOEMNEZHEL, MEBOBRICKHEE x5 &
eI Lehs, KW, GEFH, B, 7% X MHiG#H (pretext-
information), #tf#RIEN (prereading questions) 7% & % Frf#niiGE)
DEMETHIRL, ATV ES S 2 & %@ U CEROGMIEE)
ANDV T 1 %A (readiness) ZFhHHE7z\,
@ Fif#EE) (while-reading activity)
FEEY T, ZENDHEE, FiE (Fh) 1&®) (while-reading questions)
IRERIER L, StAFENBEFORERH S DR Ex EMEICRZ
BNA XD ICHEN EE (elicitation) Z1T\, #H, NWEHMOMH
R Lieh o, GiAFNERMICTHMTNOMEATHIT 5 KD 1T
L7z,
® FREIEE) (post-reading activity)
TIRRIEENTlE, =& XU, TAFTEA > AR E Tz KPR
IZF DX HEWREER (information transfer) DIEE) /e &% U T,
I > T NE T« RS E 2L EBIZ, ZTONRIZE L THiA
FRITHEWCER, & 2R XIE50E0E#HZHEZ T,
WA X HICR L « BRI ET20,
WIZZNETHBIL CEBTE R ExilE 2, ko [EEAHTFE
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PG « MEFEMR « WEROY —F « V7] O ERE 25>, k¥
ZEBTD ) =T« VI OEREENCE S HTCTCERICKGB%5T 5,

1 HE

WEEZ AT, BRPEZTFOREN R EE MRS HEE % HIZ ML
TEEBIE, ZORDEEH L CERMNICII 2=y —v a3 VENA
HETHREEEFTCH,

RO [HFEZFHAT, BRYOBEFORN L EXHMFT HHE)) & HIZ
9] T, mRETCICEBIN . ERES NS ORIz RS X,
I, ¥EHEDFR > TV 23EIEhxF—~, Thbb, WERF—
< (content schema), Mz Z ¥ —~ (formal schema), i X ¥ — <
(linguistic schema) %, LD RHABITIEL U CHEYNICIEEL X B )
5, 7= & z20E, Gk X (expository discourse) ¥ ig ik X (descriptive
discourse) 7% ExFO LA ICIE, T RIROHEGR O SUIRIIE AR (contextual
information) ZiEM LT, #EITE VA ENIIEHRE EMEICHRST 52 &
MBRDOENTWDE, Eio, 7o& 1L, WEEC (narrative discourse) ZHidr
BEICE, BHAMOLEOZELRWEE DRI E DX £ X I Xkt /s
THNY (contextual clues) ZFEI, #HEXFOREMPEN % FHEICHIES
LT ENKRDENTND,

7o, BERO [ZoRNZER L CRRMNICII a =7 —v a Va5
HETHREEAETCH] T, RIZTHAFICE - THERE (syntactic
structure) W% (contents) HMEEMF/LHESITEB L CTH, ZOR T
B FEETIZ, NEZAF—7 & L TOERAFBPXRGTHrAN D I %
WAL TCHEZ FHILZZY, #IILZD Lans, WNWEBEMRICEERY - &
MRAGIZES D > TS WS, FERICIRAZ L7 a3 2 =7 — a3~ (reading
comprehension-based communication) VBRI IN T 5, X HIZHAI -
TNEEHER, B L, CGEET, HOWIHATET) BOOEREZBEXR
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V), PRI U CTIRRSHH ZIMZ 7204 5 E 0D, Gt 2 E D
b s BEICEND, GO 27—y a VHEFHBRCZANSGNTWS,
Z O BEE BARHIZHR LIZDOD, IROEETRHTH 5,

2 NE
(1) SFEIGE

EEDNFEMOEZ I EDZ T TRED T b & ICBAMRE
EDHEMBLHEHRTEL CRDEI BRI a=r—va VIEEHET,

T EEXVOHLILEEGAT, LEEERZELCD, B0
TEEDHIEDT L,

{1 FEIXVOHLLEEZGAT, BEFORRLEZHMEL, Th
COWTCHRDEZ sEZ L DY, (ERTVT 5,

v WMRE R EEHAT, TOREEELLEYD, BNt T 5,

T WEOWELHDOMROGHE FITEDL XS ICHFHRT %,

T, MMk aIanr—va VOREELT, EXFEL
TOT 7 A MNEEAE Uz, HiAFHIC X D1EH0E 2 O ELENEX
INTWDEIZ”EE LW,

TTIE, NTTT 75BN, TN EORE Db L IEEDEZ G
FOHMIZIEUeiists (& x1E, AF3I V7 (skimming), AF v =
7 (scanning) 7% &) wWREE L CHEMRL, FeAH - 72NEOREE « 850
TEML, ££0, ZOBERTZMOTAFITLEZ HZ ENRDHOHN TN S,

1Tl HAFIEZTFOEMZEMICHERT 5 EEHIZ, G- 7-
WA I - 2 - AL, X561, ATFLRRAI - CHERHE T
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DML ETTH U TCHDTRREZIMZ 120, Z O % M OFiAF I 5E
T 5 ENITATFRIZ K L EERREROMEMEEELTOII 227 —
va YIERENTND,

TC, WREDEMLES AW OO OB Ex EREIC RS 5 & &
Bz, ZTNHIELTC, AT ERNICEEPHRZ Mz 2052 &
REDNEREN TN S,

T T, WA - NEOIEMRMRZ Lz, oL X1, S5 HIC
BUAEH OO LI U CRAFNLAD D OMREMZ, Z0D
FRRMHE FIZEDOAEIITHFHR L TN A =T N e A V7 =T )T 4 —
3 ¥ (oralinterpretation) DOFEFLELENRHHN TN S,

RO [EREFEEHOWVFN] T, (1) OaIa=r—va VE#z X
DENRINIZATS 72D D, 158 EOREFHEN S HIZ BAEMIZHE5 T
%o

(2) SBIHEEHOHRDHEN
7 fRE FORESRE

(1) R II 2=y —va EBHEHROICITO T2, BHEIC
IGCTC, ROKXD Ieff8xdTHXOBETLHHDET S,

(7)) RHAOFEOERZHH L2, ERERLAFBEH LY L
ER6HLZ &,

(1) LEDOFTHRA v b ERDFEARIL, Bk ORI 72 EI1C T
Bl Z &,

(7)) HEPRRWICIE U T, #EFokgat/s &, @Yk izd 52
&O
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(7) T, TRAGEOHEMZ N 57 20— LR E L TOARRF—~
(content schemata) DEMAL] ZHER L T %, RAGEOHEMNIZEI LTI,
SUIRAE A M5E Dl DREZ K (word formation) *CaE%E DR KM (lexical
cohesion) 7s EZIEH LICHREIZINZ T, RAGEHEM O THHN D Ll -7
bOX, ZIIEDHETCOHRAFOFMIZE T 2 FilEH = E@bIe¢ 5
EWVWIFATD X ¥ FRAGES) (meta-cognitive abilities) DIEMALE X 55
HHHEBIZANTZ W,

FIoNEZF - DOIEEMIZBEL T, & LHAFIFHLEMIZE LT
Tt RARET A L O g, LI R NR OISR Z R L,
FANCTHAFICA V7 —F v PRERFHRLHEMECTHNIEL2E, &F
RARREH - T T EMRIRERD D, oI FXF Wy RAGEEIEH
LT, WETMZITOHEICE, SiAFOEMNEZEE U CGEE, Fifii
B4 (prereading questions) CFifE-HENR (while-reading questions) %
XY, ZOBEAHIGRNOHET DR EDFHTT-HDHIEHREL
BB RIS BLETHHH, £z, ZTOBIZIE, BANE->Thieh
& > T IZRIB T 5D Tldka<, o, ZOEZICEST-OIrEN
S fE (process) LB (reason) Z+50EX IH TN EWVWHFHAFD
A 7 RAEFE (meta-cognitive process) 726 ONZ A ¥ FRAIAE )] (meta-
cognitive ability) ZHEM U758 S ZIEMD ARz,

(4) T, NF727F 7 DOHA (paragraph organization) & Bl 1Y
(paragraph development) 72 & DJEARZ F— < IZBT 2 HRKICEHAZE 5
LEBHIT, TNO OHEZ T DRTTER T 5 Z £ 20 A7z,

7=EZ0E, NTZ 75 7 OREIMIZEI L Cid, FESC (topic sentence) X
SZFFC (supporting sentences,” details) *° % & ¥ (concluding sentence)
OB EICHAIE L L LI, E2xOXEXLDOBREEZ ZE 51
BHID AN, 5% LIRS 8720,

7=&Z1E, /8T 7 Z 7 DA (patterns of paragraph development) &
LT, MM RREDO/NT 7T 70REME, Tkhbb, [KERER]
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(causation/cause and effect), [ [ & f# ¥ | (problem-solution/problem
solving), [HE#CKIE ] (comparison and contrast)) 72 EIZEHEAIE, Zh
bOHT FRIEH IS5 2 EDNEETH D,
(7) Tl FAF Gt B, Sidrhml, oo 2 EORBERIZAIL T, T
FLOD KD IR CHEY) i AN OB E HiEL T b,

el ZIE, BEOLELERIE T EREBET H-DICHmTOTHIE, X
Fy o VT ENWIRMATEEMT 5. Flo, MEXELATLET 57201
HLDTHNUL, AFIVTZENITmATEENT D, 61T, HERHE
WA IEMICIEREX S 520100, 28213, EA7#EE(L (superordination)
X Tz (subordination) 7x & O & 7w MR X &, [FEREDNGH % BIH
LTCEEDIEY, [ Fia KT L] (general statement) & [H
Ry 7sFW % £ 9] (concrete statement) ZH|PIXH 71, [F/EL ]
(topic sentence) & [ 37453 | (supporting sentences) & | 5z 3 | (concluding
sentence) & EEHFXE, T O OERETIRZ IH 55 EDIREN TR
ELTREERAS,

el ZIE, MR THRBRELOXEZRTOTHNIL, IFIELX
F—<HEIEH LT, MBI (syntactic parsing) 72 E#4TWN D,
B DR % KGR, (discourse markers) <930 & L& DFEFRMEZIATRL,
s HRBL (cohesive ties) Rf\HFHDRILEIR (referential relationship)
RFEFEDREFR M (lexical cohesion) 72 K127 H L C, MBI (intersentential
relationship) i & DEH (logical development) L I 5L Lind
NEEE A,

Fiz [HrZ & TR UK (style/discourse) & LTCIE, RDK D 7
AR E IR G LT DS,
O 558

e, FERlE LCEHR—E LB EFoEREZNEZZ 2 Wk
I BRI DS DM EDREME AL, /NT 7T 7 ORI - R
NEBIZHEMINTNWDE, LA -, mat X omMgizBL g, =
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DORERE DEV/NF 275 7 (well-organized paragraph) ORERICHEH H S+,
T ETFEE OBREWHBICRZ SBH I ENEETH D,
@ Wk
BRI RE S, BB A (EAL, @, W), 7oy b (Ei
RSE, 754~y 2 ZeE), R GG, SOG (BBEE, PIRISUEIEONZ
NSO, T—~ WEEekEZx 288 LEDOBEEIOHERIN 5,
Rumelhart (1975) &, ¥R IZMAR) eY)REEE LTOZX F—1) —-
7' Z<— (story grammar) 23F/EL, eAFlE, ZORA =) =T~
—IZBT B HE = IEH U CHeam  (inference) ZATW /2236, WaBa BRfR L
TN ELTWD, LA T, WREXOFRMETEICBEL X, ZowEk
RSB 2HEICE R L, WRE, &5 WIESCAFaEE O AR (K15
S DOITH LM ZEY, NEOEEZ HiFJfHEbEENL D,

3 WEOEEN

(1) M Z &, FFZEROELS I EESHEHRMICEEEMN T -IEE)
ZITH T EILKY, L EDIEEOMRERD L LI TERTLHD
9%,

ZITE L2 &) EBRE A IICBE D VT - B REIEE O AL X
NTEY, [FEGZ &) 2Pz, ho 3ERe%, Gk OEE) 25
T T3t 2 &) OFEH) AR & BEED 1 72035 2 R D 5 il AN
PZEmBUT G2 &) OIREOMREEDHZEEXHFL TS D
EIZEE LN,

Tixbb, kExIE, HUAREEEDHSH Py 7 ZHMRRTZ S
720, OUBHICKBEAZIT > ThH, ZNODIEEEEHEHD 06, [H
RO EFEEEN ] \CAB DD, AT ORAN sl (cognitive loads) 15
WX DLDICHEFEETZ LD,

F 7o, AWM - TN BEZMRT HI-DIZBrELZ 8, 2 & &
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< Z &) ZEEICE T 57200 HEE L THIRITHAS D,

(2) SEEMBIOBMIZTICELEDT, FHROEZTFORMREEZN
HIZODAREY, ZRIZOWTUREARERZL -2V T 5%E, Hilr
HZHER L TRES 20D ET 5,

2) HAFEHAWM->-HARICELT, BOOBERREZ REZFEL,
C8A%R (oral presentation) %179, Z DFRIZIX, HAASEGEYEHE D
FHEEHR (learner’s factors) XEAE (proficiency level) ZHIE L, &
FJZRL (opinion making) DEFET, FIEIZHS OB RZEXIEHDT
Wi, FFEXTEEHH T & (thinking) D7HD [FFHEIKER]
(planning time) & WO BEREZID AN 5, KIZ, [EREEBNTELL,
NWEDELEWZHET S 720 [#HL Z &) (writing) &0 D Bz 3k
T HE, ODHEBROFHATT (cognitive load) 23 7x<, K DRHERM
WOBBRERPEBHTE XD, 20X, AT OEBRIZCEDL L TO,
RIS LC B2 I LM bz [E0E 280 2+ Ic8E
L7z,

B’hiic

ARTIE T =7 ¢ 7 OB LIRS ICB U CEICREARHER I fiam
NHEREL, TNOOMEmMWAIRZEE 2 [ KYFEREICK TS ) -7
4 V7 OEGESRE] OBRF LWIEY ) & BARN L « Jimgic B U CHlERL
LTC& T, FAEEROSECLNITFENTH S,

Itk ARROBEIZHIz > TiE, THrUWEGERIAEE M s Ego 1~
y—7 x4 2] (2002) BREFEH), DOHASFETFEM] (2003) (BFgELL),
I8 — SRS OBAE — 2 6 OSERESE~OEH] (2004) (KIEHHE
JE), TERERHAOERERI] (2006) (IL3%) OfifRICES X, SO
wZ, OIFEPEMLLT NI DI ELaRE, —F, REEziEL
726
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E YN
(1) MmEEE, FEERHEE 20010 [ —F 1« V7 ORMA =X L)
<AH LB
KRBT, [FAOWFEDOHER |, [FhHE GiAOBR], [FediOPiH:E
B, =% 27 X®) =Dl g &E, [727 2 )V
fig), TEtADOFHEE MIREDOBIR], (G2 s 77—, [HADFE
i), [RIVF AT 47 ETADEDY] 72 EDFHRAD NIy RIZEET 5
R I F e R 2 AR AR HDh e 0 MERENIC R 5T L T B, E T2
HHIZEIZ bW, [£&], Ta54] BNEENTED, SHON
BB LT,

(2) HEWEBKRTEESCHIFEAT G IE 7 )V — 78w (2002) [9E3CFE R

D7 a2 EIRE] KEMHEEE

AETE, OFFX MBI LEERN CrF, #h%, UL BW%, N
77 7ME, THFRANYAT), QRAFOLIOTERN GRARE,
SEREAE, R, 2 N T TV, ULARD, @5k DR HFREA
DRE (TE2AX VL, LHEDOTTH, I/ —FICKL7HE) D%
DHEER - TND, ZpartDRYIT, Y% Dpart TH D NE % (IS
L, FEORBICF—T—N2RTH0E, HOEAOELEE
LTWab,

(3) FARHEA () <FAIESABZE (2002) D LW IEEERHEE L — B

EREDA 7 —7 = A X] BHAHEL)

AER, R¥FO [ERERAFL] OFFELLTOLEMTE L1,
[PEREHE O, [PGERE OB/, [ OWIE ), [9EEEEH o
V=TGR, T58EORE], [FEEEREE SIRERI ), [RE
gel, [FEEEENOME EFHE ) /2L, DO CURRPHIZHEREL T 5,
Lb & BORFOMAETHRY Z L T2, £FEHE, 25,
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VORISR0 KA C© TREERIARR R 24 Lk, ZoRREIg
PUT, WIFZETHODPIRTNEIICHE L THEXNTW A,

[F& RISk ]

(1) KeEehfcHE, BORR, S28006, vidtsess, MMk SR EB
HER] SRR - SREORFE - 118 (1998)  Cad )
AETE, TAHOSFHEEAEE |, [SREOMEY], [EiRoRE L

v, IS ESHBHE] REDRHEI LI, RFOARIZESEZD

O, EELHEAICELZH T, BAERICHHRE LT D, [5EHD

Fhl&] & [{FEDXED] DV, FHHEOEHOELEEL T D,

(2) Grabe, W & Stollers, F. L. (2001) Teaching and Researching Reading.

Longman.

AETIE, 182 SFEmtMBoOBM |, GBI OHER], [HREIZBT5
FHRTE), (7272 a v )Y —=FDizdD) Y —Z] s EDEIEF O
FERR E RS E AR > TW 5, Fio, [EEOHSTOH R4
Al TR (ERER) ICXOMEORE | L EXMEATIcaEEzn kY,
B LOT 0, X TZOPHOHEMTEEZTAINEZEZTH LA
BRAIZHORZ 1M E L TRERARATH D, ZOARDY ) — I,
% %, listening, speaking, writing7s CIZB T2 A BRI N TE Y, &
HOBRIZIEU T, ZNH6ZHATHKDHRNTHA D,

(3) /AR GREER)  FWIENMGRES [ S5 EHEOBAE -
b OAIEFEBE DD (2004)
REIZHATHEIICHR I N8 SR ENEICET 2 HMETH

% [ FREBRHIEIC D R ORFEHT D (1994) OlfitkARIC
fedo AET, BEFEEMVE DL £ TOMEBRIZ KRNI
BB, 8|S LICEETZEmET ), BHCETAERE, o
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YA, ANTTV-REICEETNAZ, FIr6ELNIHRIZHED <
HEREHRE OHEGEE 72 & I ERERGE) NORBHGRA 5T
W5, AEPZLITETHRLINTWED, ZONFIZERTHTTKRY]
T5E, RO3IDOBBIZKRINENS, B 17 TSLAMEEZ XX 5
MMM s, 282 0 Bd [SLAWHE & AVEREY-H - 188, B 30 HE
[SLABFE O BEEfaIK & B TE ik ) Ie 8 CTh b, FAEOERICIE X
BRZEA ], THERE - JARRE EMFEERE] SIS TR Y, Ao
R & SRR 72 RO FE 0N MR D K D 1B I N T B,
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